
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



— 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 223 13-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/664,280 


09/17/2003 


Ciprian Agapi 


BOC9-2003-0060 (434) 


4539 



40987 7590 03/20/2007 

AKERMAN SENTERFITT 
P. O. BOX 3188 

WEST PALM BEACH, FL 33402-3188 



EXAMINER 



LEWIS, ALICIA M 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2164 



SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD OF RESPONSE 



MAIL DATE 



DELIVERY MODE 



3 MONTHS . 03/20/2007 PAPER 

Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire 6 MONTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 10/06) 



Office Action Summarv 


Application No. 

10/664,280 


Applicant(s) 

AG API ET AL. 


Examiner 

Alicia M. Lewis 


Art Unit 
2164 





The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to the Request for Continues Examination (RCE) 
filed December 19, 2006. Claims 1, 6-8, 13, 14 and 16-18 are currently amended; thus 
claims 1-18 remain pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 5, 7, 8, 10, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Mock et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0125142 A1) 

('Mock'). 

With respect to claims 1 , and 8, Mock teaches: 

receiving a system request to visually display with a graphical user interface the 
grammar files in the presentation list (Figure 7, paragraphs 20 and 21); 

sorting the grammar files based on a first criterion that assigns user-defined 
grammar files greater priority over built-in grammar files (elements 214, 216, 1102, 1104 
and 1106 in Figure 11, paragraph 32); 
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sorting the grammar files according to a second criterion (Figures 11 and 12); 

and 

simultaneously displaying user-defined grammar files and the built-in grammar 
files within the presentation list wherein each user-defined grammar file is visually 
distinguishable from each built-in grammar file (Figures 11 and 12, paragraphs 32 and 

33). 

The first criterion is sorting based on user (i.e., mother, father, son and 
daughter). The files are sorted by having different backgrounds. The user-defined files 
(reference user's/mother's calendar events) are given greater priority by having the 
associated comments (214 and 216) shown with their messages (220 and 222). The 
second criterion is sorting by time. 

With respect to claims 3 and 10, Mock teaches wherein the step of visually 
displaying comprises presenting the presentation list such that each grammar file is 
labeled with a label indicating whether the grammar file is a user-defined grammar file 
or a built-in grammar file (Figures 1 1 and 12, paragraphs 32 and 33). 

Mock teaches that the files are labeled by having unique backgrounds. 

With respect to claims 5 and 12, Mock teaches wherein the user-defined 
grammar files and the built-in grammar files can share the same name (element 228 in 
Figures 2-5). 
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With respect to claims 7 and 14, Mock teaches wherein the second criterion is a 
chronological order (Figures 11 and 12). 

3. Claims 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee 
(US Patent 6,662,178 B2). 

With respect to claim 16, Lee teaches: 

receiving a system request to visually display with a graphical user interface the 
grammar files in the presentation list (column 4 lines 7-11); 

sorting the grammar files based on a first criterion that assigns user-defined 
grammar files greater priority over built-in grammar files (column 4 lines 12-15); 

sorting the grammar files according to a second criterion (column 4 lines 49-57); 

and 

visually displaying the presentation list wherein each user-defined grammar file is 
visually distinguishable from each built-in grammar file (column 4 lines 12-15, 49-57). 

In Lee's invention, a system request to display a grammar file is equivalent to a 
system receiving a search query. The sorting of the grammar files by user defined 
grammar files and built-in grammar files is equivalent to displaying the search results of 
the query. The user defined grammar files are the files that satisfy the search query, 
and are thus given a greater priority by being displayed. The built-in files are the files in 
a database that are not displayed because they do not match the query. Because the 
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user-defined files are displayed as results, they are visually distinguishable from the 
built-in files. 

With respect to claim 17, Lee teaches wherein the second criterion is an 
alphabetical order (column 4 lines 53-56). 

With respect to claim18, Lee teaches wherein the second criterion is a 
chronological order (column 4 lines 53-55). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, 4, 6, 9, 11, 13 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mock et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2004/0125142 A1) 
('Mock') in view of Gusmorino et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2005/0251748 
A1) ('Gusmorino'). 

With respect to claims 2 and 9, Mock teaches displaying the grammar files 
(Figure 11). 
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Mock does not teach wherein the method further comprises the step of displaying 
the grammar files when a user selects the grammar files. 

Gusmorino teaches a system and method for viewing and editing multi-value 
properties (see abstract), in which he teaches wherein the method further comprises the 
step of displaying the grammar files when a user selects the grammar files (Figure 4, 
paragraph 63). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Mock by the teaching of Gusmorino because 
displaying the grammar files when a user selects the grammar files would enable an 
improved way of handling the display of properties, and of managing multi-value 
properties, to simplify the user's experience in navigating and managing files on a 
computing system (Gusmorino, paragraph 7). 

With respect to claims 4 and 1 1 , Mock as modified teaches wherein the step of 
visually displaying comprises presenting the presentation list such that each grammar 
file is presented in a text format that indicated whether the grammar file is a user- 
defined grammar file or a built-in grammar file (Gusmorino, paragraph 123). 

With respect to claims 6 and 13, Mock as modified teaches wherein the second 
criterion is an alphabetical order (Gusmorino, paragraph 141). 
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With respect to claim 15, Mock as modified teaches wherein the presentation list 
is at least one among a drop-down list and a list box (Gusmorino, Figure 27, paragraphs 
108 and 149). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. Regarding claims 16-18, Applicant 
argues that Lee does not teach the current amendment of "simultaneously displaying 
files". However, this new limitation has not been added to independent claim 16. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Lewis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5599. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9 - 6:30, alternate 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Alicia Lewis 
March 13, 2007 




SAM RIMELL 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



